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M, HZHMAALYER . LT R BR KA e

o WA R AT LT PRUTRR ) i (5 PR 5%

KIRA W2 YRR 1) L2 Wy B ER AL~ R PR AL BRI 1 AR OC I At A 2l 85 SR Gl A= P
KRR LMD, KRAPZRY, RAREMW, rIESRaR, i

21 AR 2 R 4t (mangrove  ecosystem) T
T ARBRY 25% MR T5% M P g ek,
2 3 AT A BRI 0 R = A 7 AR S R Z
— Bl LT RIS % 3R G AT A W 1) S
TURR Y B9 AT BILBIR At A7 o 3% 3R G i G i ot 1Y
49%-98%". BA ALY A L 1 LIRS A
Bt s AL AR, I AERBOA N
SEIE A E A E I SERL, E Y DL A BLEE
J ot B AN B 1.2% 9 A2 W £ 5K Bl 3 TR R
PRI A LB AR ER , b A B A LT S TR
Tl A e 14 9 1% , i 9 2 R AR ST 7 9%,
G LLM A S RGN REALAL , 2Ry
feid i 1) B R DTk 2 —, BT BRI )
KRB RIS SR BT, o5 T LMMRR S
ik, . AL BETRMEY IR AR, I
¥ A B AE R B [ E AL AR T

HAT, S EBF 2B R T 25 A8 E R
& &M e W B (Azospirillum) . [H & FF B
(Azotobacter) . WL I T# J& (Rhizobium) . i 5. TH
J& (Pseudomonas) M 55 T A #i J& (Klebsiella)™, %
S ma A Y B B B 3R R (Desulfosarcina) . i
B W J& (Desulfococcus) . Wi i B K & )&
(Desulfotomaculum)® L) J G % 43 1 = 0 BR W 15
M 0 25 A KF T8 B (Bacillus) . 25 2F 14T 1 B
(Paenbacillus). Xnathobacter "%, HTAij, XF£I
WD 2 5L 4ER | LT BRI R 555
T ) R 5 TR AR 22 SR WL DR 4 fik L A ) B
Al , HEZH: KRR RE IR
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N TR ZLAR bR ER ST AR W) o M 2 i R IR A
PLZ R BUEY RS, AU E e Uk
TLH LRI 2 S 4E R | JL T BAIAR T
R IR A E 1] & A e SR A, F IR TIR
SRR i L AT oy e A AL e, RS
B ve X/ R B IR A W B AR HUA 275 3 S WS4
OB R IR ZL R ARG AR W) v Al A 0 3 ik A7 36 ot
MRS

AR

1.1 e

1.1.1 JIRRYIREE : DURRYIR A Tam @4 s i
JURAT A TR 2L AR O X ER PR AR Al Tk
WEMRIZLIT 2 30 om b SRAE SRR 2 2 AR R0
VR B A D RIEMOR T, HiRA K s g
W30 RAEME S HE T IR SRR 4SS IF T
4 °C 117

112 FERFSMUE: LT, kAR E .
WAL R . 3,5- KRG A BRI E
VIR B A BR AR VOKG A TR . 45
AR B . TG KOG R B4 W F [ 25 45 5 Bacto™
Marine Broth 2216, Bacto™ Agar 2216 Il A 3£ [
BD Al L-2PI R R ERI A Sigma A+ ;
PRAEARAEA W E S5 Coy 22w FENZ] DNA 42
BOaon & B A R BR G R AS wl; Aw
16S rRNA L [K4 15| %) Eubac27F/1492R i I
TR YNTIRE S
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113 FEFREE: (1) ME—BRIRIAE AL ]
IEATIUETE R, W AR IBATE BT A 0.5 cm=5 cm
Aok 7E3A 50 mL A Ti/K[NaCl, 23 g/L;
MgCl,-6H,0, 5 g/L; CaCl,, 0.15 g/L; (NH,),SO4,
0.4 g/L;KCl,0.7 g/L; NaBr, 50 mg/L; SrCl,-6H,0,
10 mg/L ; KH,PO,, 10 mg/L]{ R IR AAFE 150 mL)
RSN 4 g/L e 4Ez . 4 g/LJLT . 4 g/L
K2, 6.05 g/L PIPES ZEnPi5, 0.5 g/L L-2Fit
AMRERERE:Y, 1 mg/L JJ K7, H NaOH/HCI ##15
Bige 5t pH £ 7.3, FEALL N, S 15 min, 78345
SRR 6 AR FE T AR R B E, 1x10° Pa
K 20 min, FHFFEEKFEIHFRHEN 1 mL 35
fr i A 1 mL Wolf (i JLR A 1 mL Wolf 4
HREW, R BETIREBRERPER. 2) K
A MA AR S5 ¥ 37.4 g [B1& Marine Broth
2216 HiR%EMT 1 L MaikHIrmA 18 g ik
Agar 2216 ¥iK, W50 pH £ 7.2-7.4, fIA
JIRH 1 mg/L, FEALEN,, 15 min J5H N
P FE I AR o6 X %€, 13 10° Pa KB 20 min,
e A1 mL PSRRI AT IR BR B 1 L2 e 2 R
ERTREVE W E 0.2 g/L Br AT AR, DGR3
HI 088 R B A U . BRARUS 35 95 56 T IR A4
VEFE I — U TO TR 85 75 MLV BN BEH , 3Bk G0 41
RCE s
1.2 MEYBEESALSHE

B TR AR R T IO U AN LK,
B 1 mL BRI & R 5 VTR 4k
FEZ R 10 g/L. B AW B T WG IR % i & AR (2
25°0C), JFARESE 45 d ek A IR,
e 2 ik, BAEEFR 154,

EHESEMIE, M1 mL JCEES g
s SRR AR 1070, 107 1 107° 4%,

I 100 pL #i B4 2] T Al T o Sl & T4
PRI — P RS SR A 5 B B, 72 28 °CH
WG FRA PSR 7 d JERIZkalifh, BRI AL IR
BIHE R AE AR AERE P 52

alifl Sy B ANTA ,  H TRV GO W T R O
H.0>(Marine Culture Collection of China, MCCC)
TR, 31 MCCC H RS
1.3 ZHFEEF 4 DNA 2E

FH— Wk M T T # Rl A PR IOE K =R E00 1
W5, MRIEILNZH DNA $EBGLH & vl 1R
NPRELAETE DNA T RUF PCR ik, FIH]
Nanodrop 2000 8 3 i A% 12 25 1190 % AUk I DNA
W
1.4 ZHF 16S rRNA ZH P K H b % %

KA 16S rRNA FLFH 1438 51 9t
Eubac27F (5'-AGAGTTTGATCCTGGCTCA-3")F

Eubac1492R (5-ACGGCTACCTTGTTACGACT-3")
XFIEF 4] DNA #E179 4 . PCR K R : 2% Tag

Master Mix 25 pL, Eubac27F (10 umol/L) 2 uL,
Eubacl1492R (10 umol/L) 2 uL, DNA #& #t
(>10 ng/pL) 2 uL, #hFEJC RNA H4liK % 50 pL,
PCR ¥ HF2LF: 95 °C 5 min; 95 °C 455, 55 °C
45s, 72 °C 1 min, ¥ 30¥K; 72 °C 10 min,
PCR Wik & b i 675 AR Wy B 25 BHECA IR W)
58 G o

F 4K BioEdit 7.0.5 25 7 Wl ¢ 5 4 0 5]
W TC 20 1 Rt 3 41 AR DNAMAN 7.0.2 i#£47
PHEA ISR LT 56 %5 11) 16S rRNA KL 471, i
— ¥ 5 4% % EzBioCloud #11 NCBI database
X BRI 73 2 A TR 2R, i TR A AR OG
F.o HET 16S rRNA FE K751 (1 a] B 55 Rk R Geilk
A58 3 %/ MEGA 7.0 1 ITOL 5.7 ¥,
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1.5 JEREE BRI R FEERN 2

VR LF AE R AULT o R ) R A 00
JIT LA AT LS Ao G 0 3 D 5 St R ] 422 3 A ml B
TR X LT e R 5L T K e aE it

DNS X7 : #EFMFREL 3.15 g 3,5- 5k
M2 2B KB %, A 130 mL A9 2 mol/L
R E AL BT, BEREY ST R B AR A 925 ¢
VUK A8 A BRBR AN Y 500 mL 255 T 7K (29 50 °C)
o, EJEIA 2.5 g A5 RE, 2.5 g K ERLRR
PR REE R, WA ES R 500 mL, #OLHE
2 JH S, R B — K4 DNS RS, gk
o CTE A I o

HAREARERT A 2] . HERRFRI 0.1000 g
A 25 8 T KR J5 € 45 2 100 mL, HBC i
9 1 /L B 2 W BR HE VA WORE BE AR R 0, 0.2
0.4, 0.6, 0.8 g/L Wy WEAR W . ] 1000 uL
P AR B R A TR R 500 L AN [R] v Y
HEPEPR T OMA ] 500 uL DNS b5, i

A) o5

0.4f
-
03f
2 "
= ool ¥=0.4471.X-0.0062
' « R=0.9992

orr

00 02 04 06 08 10 12
c(Glucose)/(g/L)

K% 5 min J5 R H EER, HERE 10mL,
i HALO RB-10 25MA] W43 66 THTE 540 nm
Pk IR R A Asaoo VA4 BERR HE R N
X A, WO Y RheibrEfhZ LA 1-A, N-
LIRS AR e MR 2 . PR RS DA
PR E T R 2, 2 bR HEIT 28 IR 1-B.

BE IR WA I % 50 E < T 2.5 mL AR
1 mL £F4EREULT K5 5537, 13000 r/min
B0 3 min, B 500 pL IR ANA 500 pL DNS
B, AR R |

AR R B fRm E " 1 mL JCR S A
W1 mL By 3R iR & 200 AL 13000 r/min #5
£ 5 min, FIHWA PBS 2k ke 10 %5
HALO RB-10 %¢4ha] UL 7350 B2 31 s WG fH
B 280 nm, DL PBS ik E, K%
FEAHR W=(40-A)/40x100%, Hh 40 M ARBEHA
iR SR PR B ROLIE, A4 AURER SR
Je AR TR R A

B o6
L ]
0.4 -
g * Y=0.5414X-0.0064
= R=0.9995
0.2 “
-

00 02 04 06 08 1.0 12
c(N-acetylglucosamine)/(g/L)

1. HEEQN N-ZEBIREFEEB)RERERL

Figure 1.
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Concentration standard curves of glucose (A) and N-acetylglucosamine (B).
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2 HERFpAT

2.1 ATEEFRE B S RITK SR
X e B R T IR P AR AT 0 i, RIS
202 FRAETE , B EH 100%, H4 MIREINH ,
FEAp e DA AT 120 ¥k, 7 59.4%, THIRE
B 82 Bk, i 40.6%. FET 16S rRNA Ft[H 541t
FTHER RIS A B, 202 BRANE 204 T 5 AT,
10 M4, 1210 H, 18 MR K 26 M@ o X SL4
W, 68 MORIETL4ERE LY, 52 HokliT

BiE LY, 2 MRIRTARBRREEY . T
FIKE328, il 2 o, 4R JLT AR
JoT 2R DA AR TR P B AT R SR A TR T A TR A 1)
(Proteobacteria) . JERETH | ) (Firmicutes). TAFF
I"1(Bacteroidates) . tR¥F 1 | ] (Fusobacteria) FJ £k
B ) (Actinobacteria)¥J 45 5345 . Ho, 4R E

A5 TR R 10 RT3 A0 B AR 6 = R I 1 O AR Y TR
U1, HCHBIFFETT . BERETT . JRRER T TR
FRBATT, AEXTFEE SR 42.7% . 36.0%. 9.3%.
8.0%F 4.0%. 3% 5 PR THY AT E5 SR A m 7E JL T ot
A T RE AT R4 N 49.1% .31.6% .1.8% .
10.5%F1 7.0%, TEARTZ &AW AR F RN
20.4%. 33.3%. 5.4%. 30.1%F1 10.8%, 1] JLJREEE
B 1B RS 5 R T 3 DR AR A ) D B R o

22 SFHERAMILTREEEHATERAESH
Y

TEJERACE L, DREFER 5 DULT B Bk IR
=R BRI PR SRR DU AR, X TR S
YR AILT T B-1,4-W 1T B4 e R A ik
Ak MLAh, PIMRY)E S0 B R A al 3R
PREE PR AT

100 1100
801 ; 180 & [ Actinobacteria
b Fusobacteria

° 5 . Firmicutes
x . 8 Proteobacteria
o ° Bacteroidetes
g 60 \\/ 160 S -+ Number of culturable bacteria
E E
= 3
240 40 B
= 3
o]
2 :

20t 120 ~

— — 0
Cellulose Chitin Lignin
Samples
2. HYER. LTRMAREZEEEEHBEFERE B MK AN FE
Figure 2. Number and relative population abundance at the phylum level of culturable strains in the

enrichments with cellulose, chitin or lignin as sole carbon source.
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G 1 R 3 TR, 68 BREF4E R & R T
Firw o slE T 17 ARE, 21 A8, AL
KAF & (Prolixibacter) | G N J& (Desulfovibrio)
I Labilibaculum FIXFERER S, & K250
25.0%. 22.1%. 10.3%. P. bellariivorans ¥ M\
BRE R Ay B, B 2RO R T Eet .
AW ST B 5 3 MR KRAT & (Prolixibacter)
wtk, SEEXF Prolixibacter bellariivorans F81)

x1. HER. LTRMKREE

B3N 97.5% . 98.0%F1 99.8%, AJELRHE I
ForBlh P bellariivorans MCCC 1A15878,
1A15888 Fil 1A15867. ULAh, HAb#JE AR
AN K A DR g S R e B AR O R
(Desulfovibrio salexigenes MCCC 1A15877), fM&
% )8 (Sunxiuginia sp. MCCC 1A15904,
Sunxiuginia elliptica MCCC 1A17452). J&/INFF TR
J& (Draconibacterium filum MCCC 1A15907), %4

EEHTEFEKREKES B X

Table 1. The isolation number at the genus level of culturable strains from cellulose, chitin and lignin enriched
microflora
Phylum Genus The sole carb(.)rT source in the medil.lm -
Cellulose Chitin Lignin
Proteobacteria Desulfovibrio 15 5 1
Pseudodesulfovibrio 1 3 4
Halodesulfovibrio 0 2 5
Shewanella 0 2 6
Vibrio 3 15 0
Pelobacter 4 0 0
Desulfomicrobium 0 0 2
Varunaivibrio 3 0 0
Firmicutes Clostridium 1 0 13
Trichococcus 0 0 5
Lachnotalea 2 0 0
Caminicella 2 1 2
Oscillibacter 0 0 1
Sedimentibacter 0 0 1
Anaerotignum 0 0 2
Paraclostridium 2 0 1
Bacteroidates Labilibaculum 7 0 0
Prolixibacter 17 14 0
Sunxiuginia 3 5 8
Mangrovibacterium 0 0 12
Draconibacterium 2 0 7
Maribellus 0 0 2
Actinobacteria Demequina 2 0 5
Brevibacterium 1 0 0
Fusobacteria Propionigenium 1 0 1
Ilyobacter 2 5 4
Total 68 52 82

actamicro@im.ac.cn
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Tree scale: 0.1
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Desulfovibrio alaskensis M ccc
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3.
Figure 3.

—— Bacteroidetes
Firmicutes
Proteobacteria

— Fusobacteria
Actinobacteria

?)'::J’i(:)nibarmium s
W Lrgruwnibamrium filum MCCC 1A15907 t
race

onibacteri -
s terium sediminis MCcc 14 15910

15

10

- ES
0

PEEIMRIDEREFMN 6K BFAERARTEUNMREEFRNERERPHI BRI

Phylogenetic trees of 46 marine strains isolated from three substrate-enriched microbial community

and their isolation frequency in different enriched samples.

¥ J& (Brevibacterium celere MCCC 1A17451).

JI5i R % J& (Demequina salsinemoris MCCC
1A15890). F=NIRH J& (Propionigenium maris
MCCC 1A15874) . et 1w J& (Llyobacter polytropus
MCCC 1A15889, Ilyobacter tartaricus MCCC
1A15886) . Varunaivibrio (Varunaivibrio sp. MCCC
1A15903). IR & (Vibrio alginolyticus MCCC

1A17449) ., W5FF )& (Pelobacter seleniigenes
MCCC 1A15885) . f& B #i I & )&

(Pseudodesulfovibrio sp. MCCC 1A16040) . # &

(Clostridium sp. MCCC 1A15884). Lachnotalea
(Lachnotalea sp. MCCC 1A16036). Labilibaculum
(Labilibaculum manganireducens MCCC 1A15876) .
Caminicella (Caminicella sp. MCCC 1A17455).
Paraclostridium (Paraclostridium benzoelyticum
MCCC 1A15876)%: .
JLT s RS-, 3R-15 52 PRalHi R
W, 2AlET 9 NEE, 13 AR 3), Hp
LR E IR . KRATFEE . DA # s . I
e e Ema, &l 28.8%.
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26.9%. 9.6%. 7.7%F 7.7%. CAMFMIE,
M LT REREESREPER 8, —5&
Vi 24 AT A0 ST J e DAL T P — RE R TR
A Ho A 7 AR S LU 4E R ik I
AT AT R SRR AL, 2 DA R S A FLIG
)& (Shewanella algae MCCC 1A17450), £hBifi
SN (Halodesulfovibrio spirochaetisodalis MCCC
1A15872) . 7 A & E 75 0l b K F &

(Prolixibacter bellariivorans MCCC 1A15878/
1A15888/1A15867) . #h & &) 18 J& (Sunxiuginia

elliptica MCCC 1A17452). ¥ -1 & (llyobacter
MCCC 15889) . 3K W J& (Vibrio
1A17449) . Bt B 9K B
(Desulfovibrio salexigenes MCCC 1A15877) . B i
Bt 9K B8 & (Pseudodesulfovibrio profundus MCCC
1A16039 , Pseudodesulfovibrio indicus MCCC
1A16037, Pseudodesulfovibrio sp. MCCC 1A16038).
Caminicella (Caminicella sp. MCCC 1A17455),

2.3 KRERESEBERFAESRHAE ST
KRR —ME RN REY, — Ml 2N
BT Tk Tl SR RN K R % 2R = 4 AR 2
WU, SEgERRILT AR A, ARBRENR
BRI B s, TRt 2R R G
B, H UL B AL FE X B (p-coumaryl alcohol)
¥A ¥4 B (coniferylalcohol) . JF F [ (sinapyl
alcohol)., X2 KFE W (p-hydroxyphenyl), AIAIA
¥y (guaiacyl) . T #&F MR (vanillic acid) . 7 & R
(vanillic acid)Z!" ', XA[RERM T2 5 AR R
Wof it 20 R e B 2R IR R 2 — o RIRR B AW
RELS M) S LT 4RI T B s 48 W 23 2 31 0 vl 8%
FRMA AR WA B 2257, BRI ET]
(33.3%)5b, JERETH T TA IR FEA T = & WA =

polytropus
alginolyticus MCCC

actamicro@im.ac.cn

FEBARH R, 15 30.1%.

TE A it 2R AR TR TP 3k o0 8 3 K A A TR
82k, sHllE T 21 Mg, 30 MG 1, K 3), H
SR RPN S OO E A N R N R
(Mangrovibacterium) . R J& . VI HEE . B/
FFE, B8 17.1%. 18.3%. 9.8%F 8.5%.
29 MRADAT 181 1] 20 121 24 J& T U 18 99 (Bacteroidia) ,
KA B (Prolixibacteraceae), 1I5ZIHMAT )&

(Mangrovibacterium MCCC
1A15887, Mangrovibacterium lignilyticum MCCC

1A15882) . #M& B )& (Sunxiuginia elliptica MCCC
1A17452, Sunxiuginia rutile MCCC 1A15892), & HL
DY &30 5 )& (Maribellus luteus MCCC 1A15911).

. /NFF T J& (Draconibacterium orientale MCCC
1A15909 ,
1A15906/1A15910, Draconibacterium filum MCCC
1A15907). 25 PRIFEEERTIHR S, 20 PRIE T
4 (Clostridia) , HH 13 #hEg TR W )8
(Clostridium sp. MCCC 1A15884 ,
amygdalinum MCCC 1A15865 ,
sporogenes MCCC 1A15870), HiAth 43 J& F 1 =1
J& (Oscillibacter valericigenes MCCC 1A15931),

diazotrophicum

Draconibacterium sediminis MCCC

Clostridium

Clostridium

X A W & (Anaerotignum  propionicum MCCC
1A15866) . UL B W # W J& (Sedimentibacter
acidaminivorans MCCC 1A15933) . Caminicella
(Caminicella sp. MCCC 1A17455). Paraclostridium
(Paraclostridium benzoelyticum MCCC 1A15869),

J38k, 5 BRIE T AT E A (Bacilli), hBIKREE
(Trichococcus collinsii MCCC 1A15881) & #k o

18 BRARTE W , Horb 12 BB T 8- Wi
(TR
(Desulfomicrobium apsheronum MCCC 1A15932) .

M (Deltaproteobacteria) ,
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i 8% 9K B J& (Desulfovibrio alaskensis MCCC
1A15905) . #: i &% 9K W J& (Halodesulfovibrio
MCCC 1A15868 , Halodesulfovibrio
marinisediminis MCCC 1A15871, Halodesulfovibrio
spirochaetisodalis MCCC 1A15872) . 5 JI5 &7 5K
& J& (Pseudodesulfovibrio indicus MCCC 1A15908);
A 6 RIE T v-ZIE W N (Gammaproteobacteria),
fu $5 # K IS W J® (Shewanella algae MCCC
1A17450, Shewanella chilikensis MCCC 1A17448).

AN, i85 B3] 5 ¥k Demequinales W i it &
J& B Ak (Demequina salsinemoris MCCC 1A17453)
LA Ko 5 BRAAT W A0 (Fusobacteria) W Bk, A4 1 £k
77 N R 1 & & bR (Propionigenium maris MCCC
1A15874) LL Je 4 ¥k e #F 1 J& 1 Bk (Lyobacter
polytropus MCCC 1A15889, Ilyobacter tartaricus
MCCC 1A15886).

24 EEWBABFRMEEEENFRBTLEE
JLF EZ Cloud database F11 NCBI £ 4 A5 =
Flt 16S rRNA FEFFPHIHXT A BL, 2B F] 1) 202
RIS AN IR 7 9 S TR AR JR , AT 8 R4
W S ER S AU AR T 97% (3R 2), WlE X
g, WIS E 1 Mangrovibacterium sp.
MCCC 1A15882 (IZHE kFL X, HHAGHN

aestuarii

Mangrovibacterium lignilyticum MCCC 1A15882!'™)
H Sunxiuginia sp. MCCC 1A15904, X PR

S# R Mangrovibacterium diazotrophicum F
Sunxiuginia elliptica B AL 5351 96.8% Fll
97.0% ; A JE W '] 1 Pseudodesulfovibrio sp.
MCCC 1A16040 #11 Pseudodesulfovibrio sp. MCCC
1A16038 51 H Pseudodesulfovibrio indicus )
FABLEE 53300 1 96.4%F1 96.6%, I HLiX 2 /NHifil
1) 16S rRNA & [P SIARMUE R T 97.0%. o,
P MCCC 1A15904 Fl MCCC 1A16040 73 H
AR W AERRE, Wk MCCC 1A15882 7385 H R
JR R AR, Bbk MCCC 1A16038 435 LT
JiE S

3o, X AR, A 4 AR E T RE
g, SRR R AR T 93.0%, 2518
JERETE T Clostridium sp. MCCC 1A15884
Caminicella sp. MCCC 1A17445 . Lachnotalea sp.
MCCC 1A16036 FIZEJE R [ 1/ Varunaivibrio sp.
MCCC 1A15903, H 16S rRNA L #5455
2 Bh Clostridium  cocleatum . Caminicella
sporogenes . Lachnotalea glycerini # Varunaivibrio
sulfuroxidans BA5 i 16S rRNA FEH Fy 41 A1
&, 43500 92.6%. 92.8%. 92.6%F1 90.3%. HHr,

F 2. ET 16S rRNA EEFHIEMEHETHY 8 MBI F M E

Table 2. Eight novel species of marine bacteria based on the similarity of 16S rRNA gene sequence
Phylum MCCC accession number  Closest species Similarity/%  Enrichment medium
Bacteroidates ~ MCCC 1A15882 Mangrovibacterium diazotrophicum  96.8 Lignin

MCCC 1A15904 Sunxiuginia elliptica 97.0 Cellulose
Proteobacteria  MCCC 1A16040 Pseudodesulfovibrio indicus 96.4 Cellulose
MCCC 1A16038 Pseudodesulfovibrio indicus 96.5 Chitin
MCCC 1A15903 Varunaivibrio sulfuroxidans 90.3 Cellulose
Firmicutes MCCC 1A15884 Clostridium cocleatum 92.6 Cellulose, Chitin, Lignin
MCCC 1A17445 Caminicella sporogenes 92.8 Cellulose, Chitin, Lignin

MCCC 1A16036

Lachnotalea glycerini

92.6 Cellulose
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Pk MCCC 1A15884, MCCC 1A17445 1 MCCC
1A16036 J& TR, HRPEDRAEANE. 25 bl
T, LR ARTTRR ) R B4 2R S 85 118 M 5% 77 A T 5
JeRFE, REFRASZH .
2.5 WEFHENER 3 MRREIZSRYNEES
%5

MNET 4 285 A B 97 3 vh B 21 60 m] B R 2
TR0 £ AE R B RE ) I UE S R (18 4-A) LALT4E
R NI R R P AL BRI R AR 16S
rRNA JPHI EEEJGH 21 #k, bl 12 HRgi i
HAGL R EMAE S . R THk Demequina
salsinemoris MCCC 1A15890 # Brevibacterium
celere MCCC 1A17451 KfRLTAERBE 1 e, s
Ir 14 d JRBLRRIEEE S 500 172 me/L A0
129 mg/L. M4, WKW TEM Labilibaculum
manganireducens MCCC 1A15876 TE 41 4 K[ f#
BigrBeh g% 14 d )5, AR R MROK iR 27 4E 3R AR
BRI JEORE  Eoh 90.7 mg/L, X 21 4k 2 1 /K i3
REU  (HISF B, Desulfovibrio salexigenes
MCCC 1A15877 AR I & S A ] s SR A0 T )
PVRIR , LT YEZ KT UE & I R AR R 2 4E 2K it
REJIARZE , MEMNZ IR = AL A & a] RE 2 20
AR WK G HATHER . T34b, Sunxiuginia sp.
MCCC 1A15904 .
MCCC 1A15878 Fl Vibrio alginolyticus MCCC
1A 17449 255 5 G AT B IR U080 8 BAT £ 2
RIKFRREST

PUJLT 0k B I ) ' 41 15 3% 6 vh 2 B 3 Y
A 16S RNA JPSIRELE A4 13 Bk, A 10 £k
M HA LT AR (K 4-B). AL T 214
=, JUT AR RAA L A b 2 4% T — A Ot
QAL HEgEAEENEAL, SEJLT A

Prolixibacter bellariivorans
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JESRT, T LAXS GAE Dok i i 45 BV E T 3
Az R I SRR £ i L 2T 2 3K R AR R 3
g . AT T 18 Propionigenium maris MCCC
1A15874 Hl Ilyobacter polytropus MCCC 1A15889
KA ILT T A A ik BB 5 e g, KA 14 d s
R EP IR A S =000 957 mg/L
68.6 mg/L. HUK, ZBIEEITH Pseudodesulfovibrio
sp. MCCC 1A16038 . I TH Sunxiuginia
elliptica MCCC 1A17452 HI  Prolixibacter
bellariivorans MCCC 1A15888 4541 B A 4 1Y)
JLT BOK#REST o

R TEERFILT BT, RBR £y
BRI A I 2 FEE B, 0 B B RO A 16S rRNA
PO EEEGA 30 R, 18 AR BRI IR K
WA 19 BRAN R B AT R R K AR 7 RE
(K 4-C), H ' Ilyobacter tartaricus MCCC
LA 15886 Xif ACJ5t 2% W fiff E ) et , 597 14 d X
AR E BB REIT 7.00%, Ilyobacter tartaricus
IR R BT R T A X e i g 1S i
4N, Mangrovibacterium lignilyticum MCCC 1A 15882
XA 14 d FEMRR IR 6.05%. 2B TR T TH)
Desulfovibrio alaskensis MCCC 1A15905 Fl
Desulfomicrobium apsheronum MCCC 1A15932
XA TR R A B AR T, 14 d B RN
6.27%7H 5.78%.

FCH KR Sunxiuginia elliptica MCCC 1A17452
HA MR LT RAMARBR RS, H
TE£F 4 ZRL T Jo B e 15 97 5 vh o el = A
435K 67.9 mg/L #1 53.2 mg/L, A% &R n]
K 2.50%, HABGEMLNHA S, [lyobacter
tartaricus MCCC 1A15886 BEHAG A &[4 GE
J1, NHABEMTHERERET . RITHE
Prolixibacter bellariivorans MCCC 1A15878/
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AU W S TR AE B R SR HIL 2 W I ik D RE T
RE, AR T B A0 1 0 AR 2 2l e AT AL T 5
R, FE A A TURR ) v HE 1 57 T A0 2
FeW) o AR T RAEE 1) & R Ao B 45T
B AL TIR IR 2 5P 4ER | LT AR
R FE AR I R AT R W et AT TR e, dt
BRAT 202 BROCEANTR , etk A vk DA 40 i 50 531
i 59.4%7H0 40.6%, EATARELE AL P 5E
T2 5T RIRAINZ R B
MEFGERFILT B SR AP I8 68k
M52 BRAR, DAVRTERIT] . AT R TRSEE
1o 3, £ KL, Prolixibacter bellariivorans |
Sunxiuginia elliptica 1 Desulfovibrio salexigenes
JE 2 A EERERE DRI ILA T, B
AR WX BA 5 e 4E = LT i
FEMRES) . fELTHER B R WA ISR A B+,
Labilibaculum manganireducens MCCC 1A15876
OY B R, TR BN A PP A T R B 2 5 2 4
2R A 04 PN D) A SROB R IR OR B M) o XA
PRI BB S — bk s M ki B S, PRk
P EL A L 4E R AR AE T o FATHED , xRtk ]
RE I S BRI — S LU PR A R A PP R SR A AT 4
MBS . MJLT BUE SR R B i 2 (1290
W& (Vibrio), FRFRMERPRZE MCCC 1A17449, 5
WX Fh Vibrio alginolyticus F- A5 fx = AL E R
99.5%. A A CARIE I AP HA LT BUK AR RE 127
WA, AWFSEHGE , LD AR AR DU
ARG B 5 R e 5 L TR A 3 T s RS IRk AT
PR A i, HiX—id BRILP SR Y+
B LS 75%222, Zhang 2P T
16S rRNA K& [K J7 51 % £L A AR Hh i I A= 1 22
FEPEII BT R B, IR P 90 T 21 oy = A0 I A AT
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H Bl (Desulfobacterace) #1 Jii #ii Bk 2% i
(Desulfobulbaceae), ASMFFEAMAIESL T iX 4 5 52 it
R AR ISR R RE N B A ML RE IR R bk . AT
YERMILT RE R R Lk 3 16 M
10 tRJm T 8-72F 1 49 A4 i IR #h ik I 1, LU
Desulfovibrio salexigenes MCCC 1A15877 MIXT 5
e, Hik N Halodesulfovibrio spirochaetisodalis
MCCC 1A15872. Pseudodesulfovibrio profundus
MCCC 1A16039. Pseudodesulfovibrio sp. MCCC
1A16040/1A16038 . Pseudodesulfovibrio indicus
MCCC 1A16037,

X AT B SR A T R A 3 R R IRAT B2 R [
RETT 0 M A B, TR T TR AR R B O 5 (0 £F 4
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H, HUCON AT R m bk, Ho, SUFF R
Labilibaculum manganireducens MCCC 1A15876
X 2T Yk KK i Re Bk LA, Sunxiuginia
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bellariivorans MCCC 1A15888 X} JL T Jii 1Y [ it
e HEGR, AEEME, X 3 KrE T
F T8 49 165 7 1 31 1 B (Marinilabiliales) 19K AT &
Bl(Prolixibacteraceae) . W11 sl H 3L R R 1iE
SR AR AT, BEA B Z AR R E S
Yo FAHEM N TELLM IR AL TR 25 T 2F
Y R BILT oS 22 W) o ) DR AU T A

MHTAHERFILT B, ARKEEREES
SIS R R A R SR A AR S, s 82 ARIK
SEANTE, o 168 rRNA LN SR 4N A
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microbial diversity of anaerobic bacteria that involved in degrading cellulose, chitin and lignin in the mangrove
sediments of the Jiulong River Estuary in Zhangzhou. [Results] A total of 202 anaerobes (82 obligate anaerobes and
120 facultative anaerobes) were isolated. Among those strains, four candidate novel genera (named Lachnotalea sp.
MCCC 1A16036, Varunaivibrio sp. MCCC 1A15903, Clostridium sp. MCCC 1A15884 and Caminicella sp. MCCC
1A17445, respectively) and four candidate novel species (named Sunxiuginia sp. MCCC 1A15904, Pseudodesulfovibrio
sp. MCCC 1A16040, Pseudodesulfovibrio sp. MCCC 1A16038 and Mangrovibacterium lignilyticum MCCC
1A15882, respectively) were isolated. The dominant cultivable bacteria isolated from different substrate enrichments
mainly belong to phyla Proteobacteria, Bacteroides and Firmicutes, but the population is slightly different. The
species Prolixibacter bellariivorans and Mangrovibacterium lignilyticum, which belong to the phylum Bacteroides,
and the species Desulfovibrio salexigenes and Vibrio alginolyticus, which belong to the phylum Proteobacteria, are
most dominant in cellulose and chitin-enriched microbial communities. The strains Demequina salsinemoris MCCC
1A15890 and Brevibacterium celere MCCC 1A17451 (in the phylum Actinobacteria) showed the highest degradation
activity to cellulose, while the strains Propionigenium maris MCCC 1A15874 and Ilyobacter polytropus MCCC
1A15889 (in the phylum Fusobacteria) showed the highest degradation activity to chitin. Among the lignin enriched
bacteria, Mangrovebacterium lignlyticum (in the phylum Bacteroides) and Clostridium amygdalinum (in the phylum
Firmicutes) had high relative abundance. The strains Desulfomicrobium apsheronum MCCC 1A15932 (in the phylum
Proteobacteria) and Mangrovibacterium lignilyticum MCCC 1A15882 (in the phylum Bacteroides) have significant
efficiency on lignin degradation. [Conclusion] There are diverse, novel and difficult-to-cultivable anaerobic bacteria
in mangrove sediments, and most of them have the ability to degrade cellulose, chitin or lignin in anaerobic condition.
The results will provide relevant theoretical basis and bacterial resources to explore the biogeochemical cycle of
organic polymer carbon in environment of mangrove sediments in sifu.

Keywords: mangrove sediments, natural organic polymers, anaerobic biodegradation, cultivatable bacteria, novel species
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